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Detailed Action 



Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 112 



1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

In considering claim 7, 

The term . .the other device" lacks antecedent basis, as there has been no previous 
mention of another device in claim 7. 



3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 



The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 
do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an 
international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
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reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

4. Claims 1, 2, 6, 7, 16, 18, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Mendez et al. (5,961,590). 
In considering claim 1, 

Mendez et al. discloses a method for a first consumer device to access services of a 
remote second device, comprising the steps of: 

establishing a link between the first consumer device and the remote second 

device that allows the first consumer device to access services from the remote second 

device, by 

establishing a first communicative connection between the first consumer device 
and a first server that is local to the first consumer device (see Fig. 1, Desktop Computer 
134, LAN Firewall 114; col. 3, lines 40-48); 

establishing a second communicative connection between the first server and a 
second server that is remote from the first server and local to the second device (see Fig. 
1, LAN Firewall 1 14, Global Firewall 1 12; col. 3, lines 40-48; col. 9, lines 1-8); and 

establishing a third communicative connection between the second server and the 
second device (see Fig. 1, Global Firewall 112, Remote Server 102), 

wherein the established link includes the first, second and third communicative 
connections and wherein communications from the first consumer device to the remote 
second device are forwarded along the link by the first and second servers in a manner 
transparent to the first consumer device (via Synchronization Agent) (see col. 9, lines 8- 
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23); 



requesting a service that is available from the second device, the requesting by the 
first consumer device and utilizing the established link (via Global Server) (see col. 5, 
lines 48-52); and 

performing the requested service at the second device (via Global Server) (see 

col. 5, lines 48-52). 
In considering claim 2, 

Mendez et al. disloses a method wherein the step of establishing the second 
communicative connection further comprises the step of verifying that the first device has 
authorization to establish the second communicative connection (see Fig. 1, LAN Firewall 114) 
[note: a firewall inherently verifies authorization for a device to have access to an outside 
communication device]. 
In considering claim 6, 

Mendez et al. discloses a method wherein the establishing of the third communicative 
connection comprises the step of establishing a wireless communicative connection between the 
second device and the second server (see col. 4, lines 36-44). 
In considering claim 7, 



Mendez et al. discloses an apparatus for accessing services of another device, 



composing: 



a first module capable of initiating establishment of a first communicative 



connection to a local server, of initiating establishment of a second communicative 



connection between the local server and a remote server proximate to the other device, 
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and of initiating establishment of a third communicative connection between the remote 
server and the other device (see Fig. 1, Synchronization Agent 124; col. 3, lines 40-48; 
col. 9, lines 8-23; col. 5, lines 48-52); and 

a second module capable of requesting a service from the other device via the 
first, second, and third communicative connections, so that the other device will perform 
the requested service (see Fig. 1, Base Systems 118 and 146; col. 5, lines 5-10, 29-33, 

and~48-52)~ - - - 

In considering claim 16, 

Mendez et al. discloses a system for allowing client devices remote from each other to 
communicate via intermediate server devices, the system comprising: 

a local server able to communicatively couple to a client device that is local to the 
local server, the local client device designed to communicate only with other local client 
devices, the local server also able to communicatively couple to a remote server (see Fig. 
1; LAN Firewall 1 14), the local server operative to: 

receive a request from the local client device for an indicated service to be 
performed (see col. 7, lines 63-67); 

provide a request message to the remote server to perform the indicated 
service (see col. 7, lines 63-67); 

receive a response message from the remote server, the response message 
being affiliated with the request message (see col. 7, lines 53-63); and 

respond to the local client device with information indicative of the 
response message (see col. 7, lines 53-63); and 
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the remote server able to communicatively couple to the local server and 
to a remote client device that is local to the remote server (see Fig. 1, LAN 
Firewall 1 14, Global Firewall 112), the remote server operative to: 

receive the request message from the local server (see col. 7, lines 

63-67); 

perform further processing based on the request message (see col. 
7, lines 53-67); and 

provide the response message to the local server, so that the local 
client device can request services that are provided by the remote client 
device by using the local and remote servers as intermediaries (see col. 7, 
lines 53-67). 
In considering claim 18, 

Mendez et al. discloses a system wherein the request from the local device comprises a 
request to establish a logical connection between the local device and the remote server (see col. 
7, lines 63-67). 
In considering claim 32, 

Mendez et al. discloses a method wherein the forwarding of communications between the 
first consumer device and the second device along the established link in a transparent manner 
includes the first server device representing the second device in communications with the first 
consumer device over the first communicative connection and includes the second server device 
representing the first device in communications with the second device over the second 
communicative connection (e.g. synchronization of documents between the first device and the 
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second server) (see col. 1 1, lines 41-56). 



Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 103 



5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
— . — such-that the subject matter as a whole-would have been obvious at the time the invention wasjnade to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 3, 8, 31, 33, and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mendez et al. as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Bezair et al. (5,758,088). 
In considering claim 3, 

Although Mendez et al. shows substantial features of the claimed invention, he fails to 
disclose a method further comprising the step of sending from the second device to the first 
device the status of the performing step. However, Bezaire et al., whose invention is a system in 
which electronic communications is sent from a workstation to a wireless device over an 
information service WAN, discloses such a status being sent from the second device (via 
Wireless Service Provider 22) to a first device (via Wireless Gateway Server 18) (see col. 5, lines 
13-22). Therefore, given the teachings of Bezaire et al., it would have been obvious for a person 
having ordinary skills in the art to modify Mendez et al. by sending from the second device to 
the first device the status of the performing step in order to let the first device know why or why 
not the service is available. 
In considering claim 8, 

Mendez et al. discloses a server device that is capable of communicating over a first 
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communications link with a client device and over a second network link with a second server 
device, comprising: 

a communications link interface for communicating between the server device 
and the client device; 

a network interface for communicating between the server device and a second 
server device; and 

a processingunit, being operable to send and receive data over the 
communications link interface and over the network interface [note: a communications 
link interface, network interface, an processing unit are all inherently needed in order to 
provide communication between the first and second device], the processing unit being 
further operable to: 

establish a communications link for data communication through the link 

interface with the client device (see col. 3, lines 40-48; col. 9, lines 1-8); 

establish a network link for data communication through the network 

interface to the second server device (see col. 3, lines 40-48; col. 9, lines 1-8); 

Furthermore, 

Bezaire et al. discloses a server device (Wireless Gateway Server 18) that is capable of 
communicating over a first communications link (Information Service WAN) with a client 
device (Workstation 12) and over a second network link (Wireless Service Provider 22) with a 
second server device (Wireless Device 24), comprising: 

provide information to the client device about available services by, 

obtaining information from the second server device about services 
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available via the second server device (see col. 4, lines 20-39; col. 5, lines 13-22); 
and 

sending to the client device information about available services that 
includes the obtained information from the second server device (see col. 4 5 lines 
20-39; col. 5, lines 13-22); and 

facilitate performance of services for the client device by, 

forwarding service requests from the client device to "the second 

server device for one or more of the available services whose information 

was obtained from the second server device and sent to the client device 

(see col. 4, lines 20-39; col. 5, lines 13-22); and 

forwarding responses to at least some of the service requests from 

the second server device to the client device (see col. 4, lines 20-39; col. 5, 

lines 13-22). 



In considering claim 31, 

Bezaire et al. discloses a method wherein the forwarding of communications between the 
first consumer device and the second device along the established link in a transparent manner is 
such that the first consumer device and the second device appear to each other to be local (see 
col. 2, lines 61-63; col.3, lines 26-42). 
In considering claim 33, 

Mendez et al. discloses a server device wherein the forwarding of the service request 
responses to the client device is performed in such a manner as to appear to the client device that 
the server device performed the requested services (see col. 11, lines 41-56). 
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In considering claim 37, 

Bezaire et al. discloses a server device wherein the client device is able to perform 
services for other devices, and wherein the processing unit is further operable to: 

obtain information from the client device about the services that the client device 

is able to perform (see col. 4, lines 49-59); 

send to the second server device the obtained information from the client device 

(see col. 4, lines 49-59); and 

facilitate performance of services for the second server device by the client device 

by forwarding service requests received from the second server device to the client 

device (see col. 4, lines 49-67 and col. 5, lines 1-8; col. 5, lines 13-22). 
7. Claims 4, 5, 17, 26-28, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mendez et al. as applied to claims 1 and 16 above, and further in view of Rossmann 
(6,430,409). 
In considering claim 4, 

Although Mendez et al. shows substantial features of the claimed invention, he fails to 
disclose a method further comprising the step of reporting to the first device a listing of services 
available from the second device. However, Rossmann, whose invention is a two-way data 
communications device that communicates with a server computer over a two-way data 
communication network, discloses such a reporting to the first device a listing of services 
available from the second device (see Fig. 2B, Menu 201; col. 12, lines 47-55). Therefore, given 
the teachings of Rossmann, it would have been obvious for a person having ordinary skills in the 
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art to modify Mendez et al. by reporting to the first device a listing of services available from the 
second device in order to find out what services are available for use. 
In considering claim 5, 

Rossmann discloses a method wherein the establishing of the first communicative 
connection comprises the step of establishing a wireless communicative connection between the 
first consumer device and the first server (see Fig. 1, Data Capable Cellular Telephone Network 

no); ~ " - - — - 

In considering claims 17 and 18, 

Rossmann discloses a system wherein the request from the local device comprises a 
request to establish a logical connection between the local device and the remote server, and 
includes an IP network address of the remote server (see Fig 8A, Steps 803 and 860; Fig. 1, 
Cellular Phone 100, Internet 140, Computer 141) (note: all messages/service requests sent from 
the local device to the remote server must inherently include an IP address of the computer 
server 141 in order for it to be correctly identified through internet 140). 
In considering claim 20, 

Rossmann discloses a system wherein after establishing a link with the remote server, the 
local server receives a message from the remote server indicating that the remote server is 
communicatively compatible with the local device (via the TIL) (see col. 43, lines 51-63; Fig. 7, 
TIL Decks 760). 
In considering claims 26 and 27, 
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Rossmann discloses a system wherein the request from the local device comprises a 
request to disconnect a logical connection to the remote server, and the local server is operative 
to provide the request message to the remote server by: 

transmitting to the remote server, a request to disconnect the logical connection 
between the local device and the remote server (see Fig. 13, "Connection Terminated") 
(note: a client operating with TCP inherently transmits a disconnect request to a server by 
turning on the FIN flag); and 

wherein the receiving of the response message from the remote server includes 
receiving a status indicator from the remote server indicating that the logical connection 
is disconnected (see Fig. 13, "Connection Terminated") (note: a client operating with 
TCP inherently receives a disconnect status indicator from a server, in the form of an 
ACK - acknowledgement, when the servers receives the FIN from the client). 
In considering claim 28, 

Rossmann discloses a system wherein the request from the local device comprises a 
request for the remote device to provide a service (see col. 8, lines 1-5; col. 10, lines 3-9). 
In considering claim 30, 

Rossmann discloses a system wherein the request from the local device comprises a. 
request for the remote device to provide a service and wherein the performing of the further 
processing includes requesting the remote device to perform the service identified in the service 
request and the request message (see col. 8, lines 1-5; col. 10, lines 3-9; col. 10, lines 28-39). 
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8. Claims 19, 21, 22, 23, 24, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mendez et al. as applied to claims 1 and 16 above, and further in view of Bui 
et al. (6,412,007). 
In considering claim 19, 

Although Mendez et al. shows substantial features of the claimed invention, he fails to 
specifically disclose a method in which the user identification and password are sent to the 
remote server. However, Bui et al., "whose : invention is a mechanism for authorizing a data 
communication session between a client and a server, discloses the establishing of a link with the 
remote server (see Fig 5A, 502), as well as the transmittal of user identification and password to 
a remote server (see col. 1, lines 39-44; col. 14, lines 42-53). Therefore, given the teachings of 
Bui et al., it would have been obvious for a person having ordinary skills in the art to modify 
Mendez et al. by transmitting user identification to the remote server in order to provide remote 
authorization to access the second device, in addition to the local authorization. 
Furthermore, 

Bui et al. discloses a system wherein the request from the local device further includes a 
user identification and a password, and the providing of the request message to the remote server 
and the receiving of the response message from the remote server includes: 

receiving a first status indicator from the remote server in response to the 
user identification (see Fig. 5C, Steps 530 and 540); and 

receiving a second status indicator from the remote server in response to 
the password (see Fig. 5C, Steps 530 and 534) (note: the user identification and password 
are responded to at the same time). 
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In considering claim 21, 

Bui et al. discloses a system wherein the first status indicator indicates that the user 
identification is not accepted by the remote server (see Fig. 5C, Step 530). 
In considering claim 22, 

Bui et al. discloses a system wherein the first status indicator indicates that the user 
identification is accepted by the remote server (see Fig. 5C, Step 534). 
In considering claim 23, 

Bui et al. discloses a system wherein the second status indicator indicates that the 
password provided is valid for the user identification (see Fig. 5C, Step 534) (note: as discussed 
above, the user identification and password are responded to at the same time by the same status 
indicator). 

In considering claim 24, 

Bui et al. discloses a system wherein the second status indicator indicates that the 
password provided is invalid for the user identification (see Fig. 5C, Step 530). 
In considering claim 25, 

Bui et al. discloses a system wherein the local server is operative to respond to the local 
device with information indicative of the response message by being further operative to: 
provide a first response if the response message indicates that the logical 

connection could not be established (see Fig. 5C, Step 530); 

provide a second response if the response message indicates that the user 

identification and password are not both acceptable by the remote server (see Fig. 5C, 

Step 530; col. 7, lines 42-53); 
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provide a third response if the response message indicates that the logical 
connection is established (see Fig. 5C, Step 534); and 

provide a fourth response if the response message indicates that a logical 
connection already exists with another server (see Fig. 5 A, Step 506; Fig. 5B, Step 515). 
9. Claims 10, 1 1, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mendez et al., and further in view of Rossmann and Bui et al. 
In considering claim 10, 

Mendez et al. discloses a method for a first client device to access the services supplied 
by a second client device, comprising the steps of: 

establishing a first link between the first client device and a first server (see Fig. 
1, Desktop Computer 134, LAN Firewall 114; col. 3, lines 40-48); 
Additionally, Bui et al. discloses a method for a first client device to access the services 
supplied by a second client device, comprising the step of: 

transmitting a connection command over the first link to the first server, the 
connection command being operative to request a connection with a second server (Fig. 
IB, Network 114, DSCs 108, 110, and 1 12) and comprises an address of the second 
server, a user identification, and a password (see col. 1, lines 39-44; col. 14, lines 42-53); 

establishing a second link between the first server and a second server (see Fig. 
IB, Network 114, DSCs 108, 110, and 112; col. 8, lines 14-15); 

transmitting the connection command over the second link from the first server to 
the second server (see col. 7, lines 54-56); 
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verifying the authorization of the user identification and password at the second 
server (see col. 8, lines 60-65); 

notifying the first server over the second link from the second server of the 
acceptance of the connection command upon success of the verifying step (see Fig. 5C, 
Steps 528 and 532); 

notifying the first client device from the first server over the first link of the 
acceptance of tKe connectidh command (note: if the server is notified of the acceptance, 
the client must also inherently be notified of the acceptance); 

Furthermore, Rossmann discloses a method for a first client device to access the services 
supplied by a second client device, comprising the step of: 

requesting a listing from the first server of available services from the second 
client device wherein the first server requests such a listing from the second server, the 
second server maintaining such a listing from the second client device which is 
communicatively coupled to the second server over a third link, and the listing 
identifying at least one service offered by the second client device (see Fig. 2B, Menu 
201; col. 12, lines 47-55); 

the first consumer device requesting a service from the listing to be performed by 
the second client device by relaying a service request to the second client device (see Fig. 
2B, Menu 201; col. 12, lines 47-55); 

performing the service requested in the service request by the second client device (see 
Fig. 2B, Menu 201; col. 12, lines 47-55). 
In considering claim 11, 
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Mendez et al. discloses a first client apparatus for accessing services supplied by a 
second apparatus, comprising: 

means for initiating establishment of a first link between the first 
apparatus and a first server (see Fig. 1, Desktop Computer 134, LAN Firewall 114; col. 3, 
lines 40-48); 

means for transmitting a connection command over the first link to the first 
server, the connection command being operative to request axonnection with a remote — 
second server and comprising a user identification, and a password (see Fig. 1, Desktop 
Computer 134, LAN Firewall 1 14; col. 3, lines 40-48) [note: user identification and a 
password are required in order to gain access across a firewall]; 
Additionally, Bui et al. discloses a first client apparatus for accessing services supplied 
by a second apparatus, comprising: 

means for receiving notification from the first server over the first link of 
acceptance of the connection command by the second server, the receiving of the 
acceptance notification after a second link is established between the first server and 
the second server, after the connection command is transmitted over the second link 
from the first server to the second server, and after the second server verifies 
authorization of the user identification and password (see col. 7, lines 54-56; col. 8, lines 
60-65; Fig. 5C, Steps 528 and 532) [note: if the server is notified of the acceptance, the 
client must also be notified of the acceptance]; 

Furthermore, Rossmann discloses a first client apparatus for accessing services supplied 
by a second apparatus, comprising: 
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means for requesting a listing from the first server of one or more services 
available from the second apparatus, wherein the second server maintains such a 
listing based on information obtained from the second apparatus over a third link 
communicatively coupling the second server to the second apparatus, wherein the first 
server obtains the listing from the second server (see Fig. 2B, Menu 201; col. 12, lines 



means for receiving from the first server the requested listing; and 
means for requesting a service from the listing to be performed by the 
second apparatus by relaying a service request to the second apparatus via the first 
server, such that the requested service will be performed by the second apparatus [note: 
in order for the first apparatus to obtain the services of the second apparatus, the first 
server must both receive the request from, and relay the request to the first apparatus]. 

In considering claim 20, 

Rossmann discloses a system wherein after establishing a link with the remote server, the 

local server receives a message from the remote server indicating that the remote server is 

communicatively compatible with the local device (via the TIL) (see col. 43, lines 51-63; Fig. 7, 

TIL Decks 760). 

10. Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mendez et al. as 
applied to claim 16 above, and further in view of Craddock et al. (6,351,771). 

Although Rossmann shows substantial features of the claimed invention, he fails to 
disclose a system wherein the service request message from the local device comprises a request 
for the remote server to identify a device type and a service type for at least one remote device 



47-55); 
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that can be communicatively coupled to the remote server. However, Craddock et al., whose 
invention is a distributed service network system capable of transparently converting data 
formats and selectively connecting to an appropriate bridge in accordance with clients 
characteristics, discloses such a message comprising a request to identify a device type and 
service type for at least one device (see col. 4, lines 49-54; col.5, lines 21-23). Therefore, given 
the teachings of Craddock et al., it would have been obvious for a person having ordinary skills 
in the art to modify Rossmann by including a "request for the remote server to identify a device 
type and a service type for at least one remote device in order for the local server to configure the 
transactions of the local client to be appropriate for the remote device (e.g. memory space of the 
remote device). 

1 1 . Claims 9 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mendez 
et al. and Bezaire et al. as applied to claims 8 and 16 above, and further in view of Rossman. 
In considering claim 9, 

Rossmann discloses a server device wherein the communications link is a wireless 
interface (see Fig. 7, UDP Interfaces 714 and 748). 
In considering claim 34, 

Rossmann discloses the server device wherein the information sent to the client device 
includes information about services available from the server device, and wherein the processing 
unit is further operable to perform service requests received from the client device for one or 
more of the services available from the server device and generate responses to the client device 
for at least some of those service requests (see Fig. 2B, Menu 201; col. 12, lines 47-55). 
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12. Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mendez et al. and 
Bezaire et al. as applied to claim 8 above, and further in view of Page et al. (5,329,619). 
In considering claim 35, 

Although Mendez et al. and Bezaire et al. show substantial features of the claimed 
invention, they fail to disclose a device wherein the second server device is in communication 
with a third server device that provides the available services whose information was obtained 
from The second server device,~and wherein the service requests forwarded to the second server 
device for the available services cause the requested available services to be provided by the 
third server device. However, Page et al., whose invention is a system that supports a three-way 
communication path between a client, broker, and server, discloses such a second server device 
is in communication with a third server device that provides the available services whose 
information was obtained from the second server device, and wherein the service requests 
forwarded to the second server device for the available services cause the requested available 
services to be provided by the third server device (see col. 4, lines 22-41; Fig. 2, Server 12, 
Service Broker 14; col. 52, lines 13-42; Fig. 16A, Broker, Server). Therefore, given the 
teachings of Page et al., it would have been obvious for a person having ordinary skills in the art 
to modify Mendez et al. by providing the second server device for communicating with a third 
server device that provides the available services whose information was obtained from the 
second server device in order to let the first device know why or why not the service is available 
provide an additional server for handling requests that the second server is incapable of handling. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 



13. Claim 36 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

"14. ~ T^pplic^t'^giM^ to' claims 1-1 1 and 16-30 have been considered but - 

are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



1 5 . This action is made final. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
final action. 



Conclusion 
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16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marlon Johnson whose telephone number is (703) 305-4642. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 8:30 AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glen Burgess, can be reached on (703) 305-4792. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 305-3230. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 

Marlon B. Johnson 



